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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
S ZV^l^J^^ £TSiS^^ the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wil. be considered timely. _ 

: NO P pe S ferS& fflSi^. maximum' sta/utor^ period^., apply and will expire SIX (6) ^^^^^^^ commun.cat.on. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any repl? received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even rf timely hied, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 October 2003. 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) K3 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) 2 and 3 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) ± is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to applicant's election of the group 1 claim, 
Claim 1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Group I in the Paper dated 10/20/2003 
is acknowledged. Claims 2 and 3 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Berndt et 
al., US 6,086,635. 

Applicant's basic process as claimed in a conventional process that dry cleaning 
establishments have been employing for many years. The use of organosilicone 
solvents in the process of dry cleaning garments which have been brought to consumer 
dry cleaning establishments is known from Berendt, '635 as well as Berendt's other 
patents noted in the first paragraph of the specification. In the '635 patent Berendt 
discloses a method of dry cleaning with silicone solvents using a dry cleaning machine 
adapted for use with organosilicone solvents. Berendt explains in detail the difference 
between the organosilicone solvents and the prior art PERC and hydrocarbon solvents, 
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and gives explicit details concerning the requirements for a dry cleaning machine for 
use with silicone solvents. See column 3 lines 5-12 for the prior art gravity separators, 
and the next two paragraphs where he explains the changes he has made in the new 
dry cleaning system to accommodate the specific gravity of organosilicone solvents. 
Column 4 lines 16 et seq. teaches the filtration systems compatible with organosilicone 
solvents. 

Berndt differs from the claimed subject matter since he does not use a converted 
dry cleaning machine in his dry cleaning method. The subject matter would have been 
obvious to the skilled artisan reading the Berndt patent because that patent discloses in 
detail the requirements, including separation and filtration systems for use with 
organosilicone solvents, and he describes how his new dry cleaning apparatus differs 
from the conventional dry cleaning apparatus. He not only describes the differences 
between the PERC solvents and the organosilicone solvents in terms of their density, 
but he also describes the problem of the organosilicone fluids forming globules, which 
means that a different separation and filtration system is necessary. Accordingly Berndt 
describes the problems of changing from a PERC dry cleaning system to an 
organosilicone dry cleaning system in such detail that an engineer familiar with dry 
cleaning equipment, reading this patent would have the knowledge to convent a PERC 
dry cleaning apparatus to a system that could be used successfully with organosilicone 
solvents. 



Claim Objections 
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Claim 1 objected to because of the following informalities: The first word of the 
claim "The" should be replaces with "A". 

Each claim begins with a capital letter and ends with a period. Periods may not 
be used elsewhere in the claims except for abbreviations. See Fressola v. Manbeck, 36 
USPQ2d 1211 (D.D.C. 1995). 

Where a claim sets forth a plurality of elements or steps, each element or step of 
the claim should be separated by a line indentation, 37 CFR 1.75(i). 

There may be plural indentations to further segregate subcombinations or related 
steps. Claim 1 should be written in the format as indicated above. 

The examiner also suggests that the tense of each step is made uniform. 
While the last two lines are not indefinite, the term " "treated as necessary ... as will be 
known to those skilled in the art" should be replaced by a form such as, "treated to 
remove lint and/or pressed as is necessary." 

The single bracket on line 10 is unnecessary and should be removed. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Margaret Einsmann whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1314. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM -4:30 PM M-Th and 
alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on 571-272-1316. The fax phone numbers 
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for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 
for regular communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 



0994. 
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Primary Examiner 
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February 23, 2004 



